The characterization of temporal and spatial patterns in phosphorus (P) loading in Lake Erie is essential in order to continue monitoring the excessive P condition that comes from the western Lake Erie Basin. This study aims to perform such a characterization using the continuous wavelet transform (CWT) and the discrete wavelet transform (DWT) methods. These wavelet transformations were conducted on streamflow data, TP loads, and soluble reactive phosphorus (SRP) of six stations located near Lake Erie of Northern Ohio. These stations are located near the outlet of Cuyahoga, Grand, Maumee, Vermilion, Raisin, and Sandusky watersheds. Long-term continuous P loading data, in which some dated back to 1970, were used in the analysis. The results obtained from the CWT and DWT approaches were found to complement each other. Streamflow had significant mixed variability at 1, 2, and 4 years. The variability for SRP was limited to 1 and 2 years while the TP variability was only seen at the 1-year scale. It was interesting to find that strong temporal patterns of SRP were observed in most of the watersheds only after the mid-1990s. The CWT wavelet spectra also reflected the land use characteristics of each watershed. For example, the wavelet spectra of surface runoff and TP for the agricultural watersheds (i.e., Raisin, Sandusky, and Maumee Rivers) were similar and characterized by significant variability primarily at the annual scale and at the two to four-year periodicities. The urbanized watershed (i.e., Cuyahoga River) did not show any association between either phosphorus (TP or SRP) with surface runoff and baseflow, which indicates that P in the urbanized watershed was not driven by the flow.
Introduction
Lake Erie has a long history of cultural eutrophication, which is mainly due to excessive phosphorus (P) loading from agricultural runoff [1, 2] point-source discharges [3, 4] , invasive mussels, nuisance and harmful algae [5] , and internal P loading [6] . Depletion of oxygen is significant due to algal blooms caused by the excess nutrient loading [7] [8] [9] . Such algal blooms have not only caused environmental and human health problems, but also threatened tourism, fishing industries, and the overall economy.
The implementation of the Great Lake Water Quality Agreement between the US and Canada was successful in achieving significant reductions in P loading [10] . Both countries adopted BMPs [11, 12] that resulted in reduced sediment and particulate P, total phosphorus (TP) load [3] , TP concentration [13] , algal biomass [14] , and hypoxia at the bed level [7, 15] through the mid-1980s. The target load of 11 × 10 6 kg was achieved for the first time in 1982 and, since then, the target has been maintained except during extremely wet years. Even though the target load level has been maintained and TP started to decrease as a result of the point-source reduction and the effects of conservation practices, soluble reactive phosphorus (SRP) from several tributaries especially the western basin showed an increase. As a result, Lake Erie tended to be more eutrophic [16] , which is indicated by the increase in cyanobacteria since the mid-1990s [17, 18] .
Since SRP is highly bioavailable [19] [20] [21] , the hypoxia [22] [23] [24] and algal blooms [6, 25] in Lake Erie have increased significantly since the early 1990s. As a result, a record-breaking algal bloom was detected in 2011 due to severe precipitation events and agricultural practices that caused increased SRP [12, 17] . The increase in soluble phosphorus content in Lake Erie in recent years has been typically observed during spring rainfall events. The P content in fertilizers used in agricultural lands gets washed off from the field and enters the lake, which is the principal cause of algal blooms in Lake Erie [26] .
Initially, more emphasis was given to TP reduction as a part of the Lake Erie eutrophication reduction effort during the mid-1980s (10) . Later, emphasis was also placed on SRP [20, 27] due to its bioavailable nature [10, 19] . This increased the SRP load and resulted in decreased, dissolved oxygen in Lake Erie [24] .
A number of studies have been conducted in order to find ways to reduce algal bloom in Lake Erie [17] . Unfortunately, the problem still persists and has deteriorated in recent years especially in the western Lake Erie basin. The sources of P may vary from watershed to watershed, which is reflected in the differences in their nutrient loading patterns.
In light of the above information, this study aims to evaluate the spatial and temporal variability of P loadings both in time and in the frequency domain in the western basin of Lake Erie using data from the upland watersheds. More specifically, this study employed wavelet analysis using both continuous wavelet transform (CWT) and discrete wavelet transform (DWT) approaches to: (1) characterize the P loading in Lake Erie from six watersheds including the Raisin, Maumee, Sandusky, Vermillion, Cuyahoga, and Grand Rivers watersheds, (2) assess the temporal evolution of the different time scales contained in the TP, streamflow, and SRP data, and (3) determine the significant periodicities in the TP, streamflow, and SRP data. By identifying significant periodicities in TP, streamflow, and SRP, one can determine the frequencies that are dominant in these data and study their evolution, which then facilitates the understanding of the dynamics and trends and to potentially determine the causes of certain features and events in the analyzed data. This is especially applicable to the main goal of this study since the wavelet transform (WT) enables the authors to characterize and study the P loading into Lake Erie. To the best of the authors' knowledge, this is the first study to investigate the time and frequency variation of P loading in Lake Erie from the western basin using historical data.
Theoretical Background

Wavelet Analysis
Wavelet analysis is a spectral-analysis method that uses wavelets as its building block. The main goal in using WT is to find out the time-frequency distribution and how the power evolves over time. A wavelet is a wave function with limited time duration and asymmetrical shape that can be rescaled and translated along the analyzed time series, which localizes important events in the time series [28] . Wavelet analysis has been applied in many studies related to the atmospheric and oceanic sciences and ecological and nutrient modeling [29, 30] . These recent studies illustrated and emphasized the advantages of WT-over traditional spectral-analysis method such as the Fourier Transform method-in localizing important features of signals especially those that have non-stationary characteristics at their exact temporal location (e.g., [31] [32] [33] ).
The Wavelet transform decomposes a time series into its time and frequency components to observe the time-frequency distribution between two variables (one dependent and one independent) in order to understand how their relationship evolves over a time period [34] . Data decomposition using WT produces a set of wavelet coefficients, which measure the similarity between the mother wavelet and the different frequencies contained in the analyzed signal. Signal reconstructions are then possible from the wavelet coefficients. Data decomposition using WT can be achieved using CWT or DWT approaches. Signal reconstructions with DWT are relatively simple to accomplish using the inverse filter function of the DWT as the DWT operates on dyadic scales (integer powers of two). On the other hand, signal reconstructions using CWT are more complicated due to the redundancy in the time-scale information inherent in the CWT when it operates on continuous scales [34] . The decomposition of a time series x n using WT can be accomplished using the following function [35] .
where s denotes the scaling factor, n is the translation factor, and Ψ(n) is the analyzing wavelet.
Continuous Wavelet Transform (CWT)
The CWT transforms a one-dimensional signal (e.g., time series) into a two-dimensional time and frequency space and also analyzes localized recurrent oscillations. This study used a wavelet function µ 0 (n) for any time series x n (n = 0, . . . , N − 1) for δt time spacing with a zero mean localized in time and frequency space. The choice and selection of the wavelet function depends on the analyzed series. The Morlet wavelet function is considered appropriate for hydrological time series because it strikes a proper balance between time and frequency [34] . The function is defined below.
where η and w o are the non-dimensional time parameter and non-dimensional frequency, respectively. Readers can refer to [34] for detail about the CWT.
Discrete Wavelet Transform (DWT)
Data decomposition using the DWT approach produces wavelet coefficients that represent variability of events on dyadic scales. The decomposition starts out with the smallest scales and continues to larger scales, doubling in size for each round of iteration. Signal decomposition using DWT produces approximations (As) and details (Ds) coefficients [36, 37] . Approximations represent the low frequency components of the data and it is assumed that the trend component is represented in these approximations while Ds represent high-frequency components of the data.
Unlike CWT, data decomposition using DWT does not result in a two-dimensional outcome but is in the form of a time series. This avoids the redundant information inherent in CWT [38, 39] and gives a compact representation of the analyzed signal [40] . Wavelet transforms using the DWT approach are expressed below [41] .
Ψ represents the mother wavelet, j and k are integers representing the scaling and translation factors of the wavelet, respectively, s 0 is the dilation step whose value is fixed and is greater than 1, and γ 0 symbolizes the location variable whose value is greater than zero. For practical reasons and in order to get the dyadic scales position, the values for s 0 and γ 0 are normally chosen to be 2 and 1, respectively [38, 42] . The wavelet coefficients (C) of the DWT can then be calculated using the following equation [41] , where scale s = 2j and location γ = 2jk. 
Methodology
This study used the streamflow and water quality data observed and monitored by the National Center for Water Quality Research (NCWQR) at Heidelberg University: (https://www.heidelberg.edu/ academics/research-and-centers/national-center-water-quality-research/tributary-data-download). Three or four samples per day were averaged in order to find the daily P load. The Load estimator (LOADEST) regression method [43] was used to generate these occasional missing daily data using long-term P and streamflow data measured at the same station. To compute the CWT procedures, the codes developed by Torrence and Compo [34] (http://paos.colorado.edu/research/wavelets/) were used. Several modifications in the codes were implemented in order to accommodate the datasets used in the current study. To perform the DWT computation, the multi-level one-dimensional wavelet decomposition option of the MATLAB Wavelet Toolbox was used.
Study Area
This study focused on the watersheds contributing to the western basin of Lake Erie. The western basin was selected because (i) it was affected by P loadings mostly compared to the central and eastern basins. The western basin received 60% of the average TP loads while the central and eastern basins received only 30% and 10%, respectively [12] , and (ii) watersheds in the western basin did not contribute equally to P loading to Lake Erie. For example, the Maumee and Sandusky Rivers' contributions were significantly higher when compared to other watersheds. The location of the watersheds is shown in Figure 1 and their detailed land use characteristics including their drainage area is given in Table 1 . The watershed such as Maumee, Sandusky, and Vermillion are primarily agricultural watersheds while Cuyahoga is an urbanized watershed and Grand and Raisin are forest and agriculture dominated watersheds, respectively. Raisin  2764  50  19  10  11  10  Maumee  16,995  75  6  6  10  3  Sandusky  3678  78  4  9  8  1  Vermillion  694  73  -25  -2  Cuyahoga  2095  9  12  35  38  6  Grand  1826  25  13  44  9  9 The locations of the six gauging stations used in this study are shown in Figure 1 . Data from the United States Geological Survey (USGS) 04208000 in Cuyahoga River at Independence, USGS 04212100 in Grand River near Painesville, USGS 4193500 in Maumee River at Waterville, USGS 04176500 in Raisin River at Monroe, USGS 04198000 in Sandusky River near Fremont, and USGS 04199500 in Vermilion River near Vermilion were used. The monthly time series of TP are shown in Figure 2 . Typically, USGS stations have long-term streamflow data. However, for phosphorus, some of the stations (e.g., Maumee) have long-term data since 1974 and some stations have only seven to eight years' worth of data (e.g., Vermilion). The average daily P loads were used in the wavelet analysis. There were only very few occasional missing records, which were observed for one day or for a short time-period. Since continuous data are needed for wavelet analysis, the LOADEST method was used to fill the data gaps. LOADEST fills missing values by using fits for the regression relationship between the response variable (TP load or SRP) and predictor (streamflow). 
Continuous Wavelet Transform
In this study, CWT was used to decompose daily TP, SRP, and streamflow data individually into all possible scales, which allowed for the analysis of the temporal evolution of the different frequencies contained in the time series. The streamflow data were separated into base flow and surface runoff using an automated web GIS based Hydrograph Analysis Tool, WHAT [44] . The resulting maximum scale depends on the length of each dataset. The global wavelet power spectrum (GWPS) produced from the CWT depicts the estimated true power of each scale.
The Morlet wavelet was used in the CWT computation. This wavelet is commonly used in hydrological studies because it can describe the shape of hydrological and environmental data relatively well [31, 45] . One of the advantages that the Morlet wavelet has over other wavelets is that the Morlet wavelet has a better frequency resolution [45] . For example, researcher found that using the Morlet wavelet was better in detecting and localizing various important events in ecological data compared to other wavelets such as the Mexican Hat, Paul, and Daubechies wavelets [45] . Furthermore, since the Morlet wavelet is a complex wavelet, it includes amplitude and phase information. In the time domain, the Morlet wavelet is composed of real and imaginary parts. The 
The Morlet wavelet was used in the CWT computation. This wavelet is commonly used in hydrological studies because it can describe the shape of hydrological and environmental data relatively well [31, 45] . One of the advantages that the Morlet wavelet has over other wavelets is that the Morlet wavelet has a better frequency resolution [45] . For example, researcher found that using the Morlet wavelet was better in detecting and localizing various important events in ecological data compared to other wavelets such as the Mexican Hat, Paul, and Daubechies wavelets [45] . Furthermore, since the Morlet wavelet is a complex wavelet, it includes amplitude and phase information. In the time domain, the Morlet wavelet is composed of real and imaginary parts. The real part is a cosine function, which captures the amplitudes of the positive and negative oscillatory part of the analyzed time series and the imaginary part provides the phase modulation of the analyzed signal [34, 35, 46] . The Morlet wavelet function with a default value of ω 0 = 6 was used in all CWT analysis because it gives a good balance between time and frequency localizations [34] . CWT computed the wavelet power spectrum and its amplitude for each of the analyzed time series. The significance level for each wavelet spectrum was tested against the red noise modelled as a univariate lag-1 autoregressive (AR-1) process. The wavelet variance as indicated in the GWPS was computed by incorporating the squared transform coefficients at different scales for all data. The dashed line (in a GWPS graph) shows the area of global wavelet significance, which depicts the 95% confidence limit above the line. The CWT and wavelet power spectra were determined using normalized daily time series.
Discrete Wavelet Transform
The Daubechies wavelets were used in this present study. For hydrological time series analysis, mother wavelets with compact support and orthogonal condition such as the Daubechies wavelets are among the most frequently used mother wavelet for DWT [47] [48] [49] [50] . These Daubechies have non-zero basis functions over a limited interval as well as full scaling and translational orthonormality properties, which are effective for feature localization or local analysis [51] .
For prediction and forecasting purposes, some studies have used L = [Log (N)] to determine the number of decomposition levels where L [the nearest integer to log (N)] is the decomposition level and N is the number of data points in the time series (e.g., [52] [53] [54] ). However, for trend analysis, we have not seen a common guide that can be used to determine the number of decomposition levels. For trend analysis in hydrological and meteorological time series, researchers used the mean relative error and relative error criteria between the approximation and original series to determine the type of mother wavelet and the number of decomposition levels in DWT [55, 56] .
Each annual TP, flow, and SRP dataset was decomposed into three levels of decomposition using the Daubechies 4 wavelet and zero-padding extension (to deal with the discontinuities at both ends of the data). In the results section below, the A3 represents the approximation component of the third level of decomposition and D represents the detail components of levels 1-3 of the DWT. Therefore, D1, D2, and D3 represent variability at two, four, and eight years, respectively. Since the DWT operates on dyadic scales, it was not able to pick up oscillations of less than two years. Station Vermilion was not decomposed via the DWT because the data for this station were too short.
In this study, the DWT was used to determine the periodicities that could be responsible for trends in the TP, the flow, and the SRP data. Sequential trend lines were graphed (using the Mann-Kendall trend test) on the original data and on the decomposed data (where the Approximation A at the third decomposition level was added to each Detail D component).
The trend lines of the decomposed data, at each level, were then compared to the trend line of the original data. The trend lines of the decomposed data that most resembles the trend of the original data were considered the most influential periodicities for trends [37, 41, [55] [56] [57] .
Results and Discussion
Wavelet Analysis
Raisin Watershed-Phosphorus
The CWT shows that the one-year frequency variability dominated the time series especially before 1986 and after 1995 (Figure 3a ). This implies that the variability of an annual pattern was strong before 1986. It then became weak until 1995 where it became strong again. In addition, the results depicted by DWT show that the 2-year periodicity and the 8-year periodicity also affects the trends in TP (Figure 3b ).
The CWT spectrum also detected the 3 to 6 months of variability intermittently within the 1982 to 2002 period. These temporary high-frequency variabilities may be due to the noise since no trend value was significant at any time during the study period ( Figure 3b ). The four-year variability was detected during the 1996 to 2002 period even though it was not statistically significant over the time-averaged spectrum (as shown in the GWPS, the right panel in Figure 3a ). The CWT spectrum of SRP (Figure 4a ) reflects significant regions at the one-year scale, which indicates the presence of strong annual variability in SRP. SRP also showed strong variability only after 1996 up to 2010 with periodicities ranging from 6 months to 2 years ( Figure 4a ). The 2-year periodicity was also reflected in the DWT results ( Figure 4b ) where this figure showed that the long-term trends of SRP were affected by an event (or a combination of events) that exhibited a 2-year periodicity.
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Raisin Watershed-Flow
Based on the CWT results, the 1-year scale was found to be the most dominant periodicity that influenced streamflow variability in the Raisin River. To a lesser extent, the 2-year and 4-year periodicities were also significant ( Figure 5a ). Raisin River displayed the largest mixed variability extending from 3 months to 4 years. However, the amplitude of the periodicities varied significantly over different periods. Large noisy signals ranging from 1 to 4 years were extensive during 1988 to 1994. It is worthwhile to mention that this variability was not observed for TP during this period ( Figure 3a ). In fact, this was the period with the lowest TP contribution from this watershed, which indicates that TP variability is not always driven by streamflow.
Surface runoff also had a 1-year (annual) periodicity (figure not shown). The CWT spectra for surface runoff was no more different than TP. The analysis was also conducted using DWT. The result obtained from the sequential trend lines of both the original and the decomposed data via DWT also suggested that the variation of streamflow was no different than TP. One possible reason for such an observation was that TP comprised a major part of sediment phosphorus, which was driven mainly by surface runoff. There was no significant trend value and, according to the trend analysis on the decomposed streamflow data (via DWT), it appeared that the streamflow trends were affected by a longer 8-year periodicity (Figure 5b ). The 8-year significance was also visible in the CWT spectrum of Raisin's flow, but it was located in the cone of influence (COI) area (Figure 5a ).
The base flow wavelet power spectrum detected strong continuous annual variability and was mostly consistent with the streamflow variability. Furthermore, the CWT power spectrum of streamflow was strikingly similar to that of the base flow. These observations could suggest that streamflow was mostly driven by the base flow (figure not shown). 
Based on the CWT results, the 1-year scale was found to be the most dominant periodicity that influenced streamflow variability in the Raisin River. To a lesser extent, the 2-year and 4-year periodicities were also significant (Figure 5a ). Raisin River displayed the largest mixed variability extending from 3 months to 4 years. However, the amplitude of the periodicities varied significantly over different periods. Large noisy signals ranging from 1 to 4 years were extensive during 1988 to 1994. It is worthwhile to mention that this variability was not observed for TP during this period (Figure 3a) . In fact, this was the period with the lowest TP contribution from this watershed, which indicates that TP variability is not always driven by streamflow.
Maumee Watershed-Phosphorus
The Maumee River showed noisy signal oscillations ranging from 3 months to 1 year and the 1-year periodicity in TP explained the highest variance over the period of records (Figure 6a ). There were, however, frequent cutoffs in the significant regions of the 1-year periodicity. They were seen during the period between 1986 to 1989, 1991 to 1996, and 2000 to 2005. Frequency oscillations at 2, 3 (some parts fell within the COI area), and 8 years were also identified in the CWT (Figure 6a) . A significant temporal pattern at the 8-year periodicity was detected from 1986 to the late 1990s. Furthermore, trend analysis via DWT showed that trends in TP in Maumee River were affected by periodicities at 2, 4, and 8 years (Figure 6b ).
In the case of SRP, its annual variability (the variance explained by the 1-year periodicity) was significant, which was shown in the GWPS. However, it was not as temporally extensive as observed in TP. The 1-year periodicity in SRP was only dominant up to 1984 and then a relatively long discontinuity was experienced for SRP. Dominant periodicities in SRP were shifted completely post D2 + A3 D1 + A3 D3 + A3 
In the case of SRP, its annual variability (the variance explained by the 1-year periodicity) was significant, which was shown in the GWPS. However, it was not as temporally extensive as observed in TP. The 1-year periodicity in SRP was only dominant up to 1984 and then a relatively long discontinuity was experienced for SRP. Dominant periodicities in SRP were shifted completely post 1995. After 1995, significant variability was seen for the 6-year periodicity and by the end of the data period, significant periodicities were composed of 2, 4, and 6 years (Figure 7a) , which indicate that the SRP had increased at a later time. This phenomenon was also seen in the sequential analysis of the SRP data where there was a downward trend prior to 1995. After 1995, the trend shifted upward until the end of the recorded period (Figure 7b ). Based on DWT results, trends in SRP were affected by periodicities at 2 and 8 years (Figure 7b ). The 8-year periodicity detected in CWT was inside the COI. The annual variability detected in TP was more continuous than that of SRP, which indicates that TP in the Maumee River was more correlated with flow than SRP. The results from both CWT and DWT were able to depict the non-stationary characteristics of P loading and an increasing pattern of SRP especially after 1995. In this study, one can see the advantageous features of using wavelet analysis. Significant periodic oscillations extracted from CWT and their temporal evolution in combination with the trend analysis via DWT allowed for the detection patterns of temporal changes in hydrological and water quality parameters. In other words, using WT enables one to assess the evolution of various time-frequency scales contained in a time series, which could be difficult when only using simple or linear correlation methods. 1995. After 1995, significant variability was seen for the 6-year periodicity and by the end of the data period, significant periodicities were composed of 2, 4, and 6 years (Figure 7a ), which indicate that the SRP had increased at a later time. This phenomenon was also seen in the sequential analysis of the SRP data where there was a downward trend prior to 1995. After 1995, the trend shifted upward until the end of the recorded period (Figure 7b ). Based on DWT results, trends in SRP were affected by periodicities at 2 and 8 years (Figure 7b ). The 8-year periodicity detected in CWT was inside the COI. The annual variability detected in TP was more continuous than that of SRP, which indicates that TP in the Maumee River was more correlated with flow than SRP. The results from both CWT and DWT were able to depict the non-stationary characteristics of P loading and an increasing pattern of SRP especially after 1995. In this study, one can see the advantageous features of using wavelet analysis. Significant periodic oscillations extracted from CWT and their temporal evolution in combination with the trend analysis via DWT allowed for the detection patterns of temporal changes in hydrological and water quality parameters. In other words, using WT enables one to assess the evolution of various time-frequency scales contained in a time series, which could be difficult when only using simple or linear correlation methods. 
Maumee Watershed-Flow
Similar to the Raisin River, the streamflow variability pattern at the Maumee River was more analogous to TP and quite different from SRP (Figures 8a). The variability in flow in Maumee River was continuously dominated by the 1-year periodicity (Figure 8a ), which could be associated with the seasonality factor of the streamflow such as spring events. This annual variability was not captured in the results obtained using DWT (Figure 8b ) because the first scale obtained using DWT is 2 1 years (based on the dyadic scale). Significant variability was detected at 6 months (especially from 1975 to 1985) and 6 years (continuously from 1988 to 2002). In addition to the 1-year scale, the GWPS showed that the periodicity at around 4 years was also significant but with smaller variance (Figure 8a, right panel) . The GWPS showed that the 4-year periodicity was significant but had a smaller variance (Figure 8a, right panel) . Similarly, based on the DWT results, it appeared that the trends in streamflow were also influenced by the 4-year periodicity and more strongly by the 8-year periodicity (Figure 8b ). 
Similar to the Raisin River, the streamflow variability pattern at the Maumee River was more analogous to TP and quite different from SRP (Figure 8a ). The variability in flow in Maumee River was continuously dominated by the 1-year periodicity (Figure 8a ), which could be associated with the seasonality factor of the streamflow such as spring events. This annual variability was not captured in the results obtained using DWT (Figure 8b ) because the first scale obtained using DWT is 2 1 years (based on the dyadic scale). Significant variability was detected at 6 months (especially from 1975 to 1985) and 6 years (continuously from 1988 to 2002). In addition to the 1-year scale, the GWPS showed that the periodicity at around 4 years was also significant but with smaller variance (Figure 8a , right panel). The GWPS showed that the 4-year periodicity was significant but had a smaller variance (Figure 8a, right panel) . Similarly, based on the DWT results, it appeared that the trends in streamflow were also influenced by the 4-year periodicity and more strongly by the 8-year periodicity (Figure 8b) . The wavelet spectrum of the surface runoff was very similar to that of TP where annual variability primarily dominated except for the period from the early 1990s to the early 2000s where the 4-year and 5-year periodicities were dominant (figure not shown). This might be an indication that TP was mostly driven by surface runoff because particulate phosphorus (which is mostly driven by surface runoff) is a major component of TP. Lastly, the base flow wavelet spectrum was also analogous to streamflow variability (figure not shown). A common period of significant variability detected during 1988 to 1995 for both the streamflow (Figure 8a ) and TP (Figure 6a ), which may be an indication that TP was primarily driven by streamflow during this period. In addition, significant mixed variability of TP tended to end after 1998, which indicated that TP started decreasing in the late 1990s (Figure 6a ). This was also observed in the sequential trend analysis of TP where, after the late 1990s, the trend values of TP were mainly negative compared to the many positive trend values prior to 2000.
The wavelet spectrum of the surface runoff was very similar to that of TP where annual variability primarily dominated except for the period from the early 1990s to the early 2000s where the 4-year and 5-year periodicities were dominant (figure not shown). This might be an indication that TP was mostly driven by surface runoff because particulate phosphorus (which is mostly driven by surface runoff) is a major component of TP. Lastly, the base flow wavelet spectrum was also analogous to streamflow variability (figure not shown).
Sandusky Watershed-Phosphorus
The CWT spectrum and GWPS showed that the variability of the 1-year periodicity was the dominant mode and described the highest amount of variance in TP (Figure 9a) . However, the region of significance for the 1-year periodicity was not continuous but was rather sporadic. During 1983 During -1989 During , 1991 During -1995 During , and 1998 During -2003 , there were frequent cut offs (Figure 9a ), which suggests that the contribution of TP in the Sandusky River watershed was relatively minimal during these periods. It was previously indicated in previous studies [58] that TP started to decrease after the 1990s. Based on trend analysis of the original and decomposed data (via DWT), it also appeared that none of the periodicities strongly affected the trends in TP in Sandusky River (Figure 9b) . From around 1983 until the early 2000s, it appeared that the 8-year periodicity explained the trend well, but, after that, it seemed that none of the periodicities obtained from the DWT (2, 4, and 8 years) was able to explain the trend in TP (Figure 9b) .
The CWT spectrum of SRP (Figure 10a ) was similar to TP in the Sandusky watershed. In contrast, the sequential trend graphs of the annual TP and SRP obtained for the original data and the decomposed data via DWT (Figure 10b) were quite different. No strong temporal pattern was detected for SRP between 1984 and 1999, but, before 1984, mixed significant temporal patterns at periodicities of 6 months, 1 year, and 2 years were detected (Figure 10a ). In addition, after 2002, significant periodicities at 6 months, 1 year, and 4 years were detected. The GWPS indicated that the 1-year periodicity explained the largest proportion of the variance in the TP time series. Based on the trend analysis of the SRP original and decomposed data via DWT (Figure 10b ), the 2-year and especially the 8-year periodicities appeared to be the components that best explained the trends in the SRP of the Sandusky watershed. The trend value for the SRP is significant (Z = 1.98, α = 5%) ( Table 2 ). The trend was decreasing until the early 1990s and it stayed significantly negative until just prior to 2000. Results from both CWT and DWT approaches showed that the variability of SRP was significant after 2000 in the Sandusky watershed and there was an increase in SRP after this period. 
Sandusky Watershed-Flow
The results of CWT analysis showed that the 1-year periodicity consistently dominated streamflow but significant temporal patterns containing periodicities of 1, 2, 4, and 6 years were also detected (Figure 11a ). According to the DWT results, trends in streamflow could be best explained by the 2-year and 8-year periodicities (Figure 11b ). The DWT results also showed that there were similarities in the sequential trend lines of annual streamflow (Figure 11b ) and TP (Figure 9b) .
Base flow using CWT showed significant mixed variability at periodicities of 1 year, 2 years, and 4 years, which were very similar to streamflow (figure not shown). The wavelet power spectrum of surface runoff was analogous to TP wavelet power spectrum where the 1-year periodicity predominated and a few significant areas at the 2-year periodicity were observed. 
Vermilion Watershed-Phosphorus
The CWT spectrum of P indicated that the variability in TP was influenced by periodicities ranging from 3 months to 1 year, but it is limited to short-term fluctuations that persisted only from 2006 to 2007 (Figure 12a) . No significant variance that could explain the overall variability was detected in the GWPS. The CWT spectrum of TP also indicated that there were no dominant annual patterns present in TP. However, short-term fluctuations of SRP loading persisted for a few years with a large, noisy signal apparent from 2002 to 2004 (Figure 12b ). The time-averaged spectrum depicted that the 1-year periodicity explained most of the overall SRP variability in this watershed. Since the available data were short for this river, the DWT analysis was not performed. As a result, in this study, the Vermilion watershed provides limited information on Lake Erie's P loading variability. 
The CWT spectrum of P indicated that the variability in TP was influenced by periodicities ranging from 3 months to 1 year, but it is limited to short-term fluctuations that persisted only from 2006 to 2007 (Figure 12a) . No significant variance that could explain the overall variability was detected in the GWPS. The CWT spectrum of TP also indicated that there were no dominant annual patterns present in TP. However, short-term fluctuations of SRP loading persisted for a few years with a large, noisy signal apparent from 2002 to 2004 (Figure 12b ). The time-averaged spectrum depicted that the 1-year periodicity explained most of the overall SRP variability in this watershed. Since the available data were short for this river, the DWT analysis was not performed. As a result, in this study, the Vermilion watershed provides limited information on Lake Erie's P loading variability. Figure 12 . Continuous wavelet power spectrum of (a) daily total phosphorus, (b) soluble reactive phosphorus, and (c) streamflow for the Vermilion River.
Vermilion Watershed-Flow
The CWT spectrum of streamflow in the Vermilion watershed showed that significant annual variability persisted throughout the recorded period (Figure 12c) . Similarly, significant 1-year periodicity was detected in the base flow for the entire period of data recorded (figure not shown) but the CWT spectrum of surface runoff did not depict any significant variability.
Cuyahoga Watershed-Phosphorus
In contrast to other watersheds, there was no significant annual temporal pattern in the Cuyahoga River except for a few areas during 1985 and from 2003 to 2005 (Figure 13a) . Although in the GWPS, periodicity around 12 years showed the highest estimated power, none of the periodicity significantly explained the variance in the P data. The sequential trend analysis of the original and decomposed data via DWT (Figure 13b) showed that there was an increasing TP trend after around 1994 and it seemed to be best explained by the 2-year and 4-year periodicities. The CWT spectrum of SRP indicated that it did not exhibit any temporal patterns between 1991 and 2009 ( Figure 14a ) and Figure 12 . Continuous wavelet power spectrum of (a) daily total phosphorus, (b) soluble reactive phosphorus, and (c) streamflow for the Vermilion River.
Vermilion Watershed-Flow
Cuyahoga Watershed-Phosphorus
In contrast to other watersheds, there was no significant annual temporal pattern in the Cuyahoga River except for a few areas during 1985 and from 2003 to 2005 (Figure 13a) . Although in the GWPS, periodicity around 12 years showed the highest estimated power, none of the periodicity significantly explained the variance in the P data. The sequential trend analysis of the original and decomposed data via DWT (Figure 13b) showed that there was an increasing TP trend after around 1994 and it seemed to be best explained by the 2-year and 4-year periodicities. The CWT spectrum of SRP indicated that it did not exhibit any temporal patterns between 1991 and 2009 ( Figure 14a ) and significant variability at 2 years was detected for the periods before 1991 and after 2009. The sequential trends were located where the TP and SRP sequential trends of the Cuyahoga River had similar behavior (Figures 13b and 14b, respectively) . The Cuyahoga watershed is mostly composed of urbanized areas that have many wastewater treatment plants, which contributes P through the effluents. The P loading in this watershed seems to not be associated with rainfall/streamflow and is mainly due to the contribution from these treatment facilities.
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Cuyahoga Watershed-Flow
It was seen in the CWT spectrum of streamflow that it had a high variability that is significantly affected by periodicities after 1 year, 2 years, 4 years, and 8 years (Figure 15a ). All of them had a significant power, which is depicted in the GWPS (Figure 15a) . Furthermore, the GWPS shows that most of the variance in flow is explained by periodicities at (in descending order): 1 year, around 4 years, and 8 years. However, based on the trend analysis of original streamflow and decomposed data via DWT (Figure 15b) , it appeared that streamflow trends were best explained by the 8-year periodicity. The 2-year and 4-year periodicities did not appear to be effective components for explaining the trends in Cuyahoga's streamflow. While TP had no significant frequency variability, the streamflow had strong and continuous temporal patterns, which were also significantly higher when compared to other watersheds. Again, as indicated above, TP may not be strongly correlated with streamflow in all conditions. 
It was seen in the CWT spectrum of streamflow that it had a high variability that is significantly affected by periodicities after 1 year, 2 years, 4 years, and 8 years (Figure 15a ). All of them had a significant power, which is depicted in the GWPS (Figure 15a) . Furthermore, the GWPS shows that most of the variance in flow is explained by periodicities at (in descending order): 1 year, around 4 years, and 8 years. However, based on the trend analysis of original streamflow and decomposed data via DWT (Figure 15b) , it appeared that streamflow trends were best explained by the 8-year periodicity. The 2-year and 4-year periodicities did not appear to be effective components for explaining the trends in Cuyahoga's streamflow. While TP had no significant frequency variability, the streamflow had strong and continuous temporal patterns, which were also significantly higher when compared to other watersheds. Again, as indicated above, TP may not be strongly correlated with streamflow in all conditions. The CWT spectrum of the surface runoff showed that there was no significant variability (figure not shown). Similar to other watersheds, significant variability in the base flow was detected at periodicities after 1 year, 4 year, and 6 years (figure not shown). For this watershed, TP and SRP were not found to be significantly associated with surface runoff and base flow. Since this is an urbanized watershed, this finding is not surprising. 
Grand Watershed-Phosphorus
According to the CWT result, this study did not find much difference in the variability of TP loading between the Cuyahoga River (Figure 15a ) and the Grand River (Figure 16a ). There was not much of a temporal pattern in the TP of Grand River except at the beginning of the data period from 1988 to 1993 (Figure 16a ). The TP trend decreased until around 2002 and then it started to increase again. Since the time series data for the Grand River were available only from 1988, we could not The CWT spectrum of the surface runoff showed that there was no significant variability (figure not shown). Similar to other watersheds, significant variability in the base flow was detected at periodicities after 1 year, 4 year, and 6 years (figure not shown). For this watershed, TP and SRP were not found to be significantly associated with surface runoff and base flow. Since this is an urbanized watershed, this finding is not surprising.
According to the CWT result, this study did not find much difference in the variability of TP loading between the Cuyahoga River (Figure 15a ) and the Grand River (Figure 16a ). There was not much of a temporal pattern in the TP of Grand River except at the beginning of the data period from 1988 to 1993 (Figure 16a ). The TP trend decreased until around 2002 and then it started to increase again. Since the time series data for the Grand River were available only from 1988, we could not detect the pattern before 1988. Even though the time series revealed high variability in the annual scale, it was not significant enough to explain the variability contained in the TP since the GWPS did not show any periodicities that were significant at the 95% confidence interval that would explain most of the overall variability in this River (Figure 16a ).
For SRP, CWT showed that significant variability of SRP was mostly seen for the 1-year and 4-year periodicities, but they only started from 1996 onwards (which is also consistent with results of the trend analysis showing an increase in SRP after 1995 (Figures 17a) . The GWPS indicated that the 1-year and 4-year periodicities explained most of the SRP variance. The 1-year and 4-year variability had different amplitudes especially during the later years, which indicates that the time series showed non-stationary characteristics particularly during those later years. Based on the trend analysis results obtained in the original and decomposed SRP data (via DWT), only the 8-year periodicity seemed to affect the trend in annual SRP data in the Grand River (Figure 17b ). Since DWT is not able to reveal the 1-year variability, it could not show the variation of the annual scale, which is observed in the results of CWT. Figure 17b also revealed that there is a significant increasing SRP trend (Z = 2.35, α = 5%), which is shown in Table 2 . The increasing trends were visible around the mid-1990s. For SRP, CWT showed that significant variability of SRP was mostly seen for the 1-year and 4-year periodicities, but they only started from 1996 onwards (which is also consistent with results of the trend analysis showing an increase in SRP after 1995 (Figure 17a ). The GWPS indicated that the 1-year and 4-year periodicities explained most of the SRP variance. The 1-year and 4-year variability had different amplitudes especially during the later years, which indicates that the time series showed non-stationary characteristics particularly during those later years. Based on the trend analysis results obtained in the original and decomposed SRP data (via DWT), only the 8-year periodicity seemed to affect the trend in annual SRP data in the Grand River (Figure 17b ). Since DWT is not able to reveal the 1-year variability, it could not show the variation of the annual scale, which is observed in the results of CWT. Figure 17b also revealed that there is a significant increasing SRP trend (Z = 2.35, α = 5%), which is shown in Table 2 . The increasing trends were visible around the mid-1990s. 
Grand Watershed-Flow
According to the CWT analysis, significant variability was not only observed for the 1-year periodicity but was also observed for the 2-year and 4-year periodicities. However, the 2-year frequency oscillation ended in 1994 and the 4-year frequency oscillation continued until 2001 ( Figure  18a ). Similar to other watersheds above, the 1-year variability also explained most of the variance in flow. The 2-year and 4-year oscillations were also significant but did not account for much of the variance (Figure 18a ). In contrast, based on the trend analysis on the original streamflow and decomposed data through DWT (Figure 18b ), periodicities between 2 and 8 years were not effective in describing the streamflow trend. In addition, since DWT does not pick up the 1-year variability, it could not show the variation of the annual scale. The variability of the 1-year periodicity observed in the CWT spectrum and GWPS was very high and consistent throughout the data period and, as a result, it may have concealed the effect of other lower-frequency components that might have also affected the trends but were less prominent.
The CWT spectrum of the surface runoff wavelet spectrum indicated the strong continuous annual variability in addition to the 4-year periodicities from the years 1990 to 1997 (figure not shown). However, there was no variability detected in TP during this period, which indicates that P was 
According to the CWT analysis, significant variability was not only observed for the 1-year periodicity but was also observed for the 2-year and 4-year periodicities. However, the 2-year frequency oscillation ended in 1994 and the 4-year frequency oscillation continued until 2001 (Figure 18a ). Similar to other watersheds above, the 1-year variability also explained most of the variance in flow. The 2-year and 4-year oscillations were also significant but did not account for much of the variance (Figure 18a ). In contrast, based on the trend analysis on the original streamflow and decomposed data through DWT (Figure 18b ), periodicities between 2 and 8 years were not effective in describing the streamflow trend. In addition, since DWT does not pick up the 1-year variability, it could not show the variation of the annual scale. The variability of the 1-year periodicity observed in the CWT spectrum and GWPS was very high and consistent throughout the data period and, as a result, it may have concealed the effect of other lower-frequency components that might have also affected the trends but were less prominent.
The CWT spectrum of the surface runoff wavelet spectrum indicated the strong continuous annual variability in addition to the 4-year periodicities from the years 1990 to 1997 (figure not shown). However, there was no variability detected in TP during this period, which indicates that P was not driven by streamflow during this period. Since the Grand River is categorized as forested watershed, it was likely that sediment P was not present in a significant amount because sediment P is typically associated with agricultural watersheds. Even though consistent temporal variability was detected in the surface runoff and streamflow, temporal patterns in TP were not detected in the Grand River.
Similarly, the CWT spectrum of the base flow indicated significant variability at the 1-year and 4-year periodicities (figures not shown). Significant variability detected for the SRP was seen for periodicities at 1 year and 4 years and they occurred from 1996 onwards. This was also consistent with the results of the sequential MK analysis showing that there was an increase in SRP after the mid-1990s (Figure 17b) . The CWT spectrum of the base flow in the Grand River was consistent with the wavelet power spectrum of the SRP. Surface runoff variability was limited to the annual periodicity after 1997 and there was no significant variability detected at the 4-year periodicity (figure not shown). However, significant variability was mixed for the baseflow. Both 1-year and 4-year periodicities were detected, which were similar to the variability of the streamflow (figure not shown). This indicated that the increase in SRP agreed with the increasing trend of flow even though the trend analysis showed that TP was decreasing [58] .
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Summary and Conclusions
In this study, wavelet analysis was found to be a useful approach in exploring the temporal patterns of flow, TP, and SRP in various watersheds, which are located in the western part of the Lake Erie Basin. Even though two different approaches of CWT and DWT were used in the analysis, they complimented each other in studying the time-frequency evolution of the hydrological and water quality parameters. This study found that the CWT approach was useful in loosening the time-varying characteristics of the water quantity and quality parameters included. The DWT approach was useful in determining the dominant periodic components that could potentially explain the trends contained in flow and P in those watersheds.
The annual variability was found to be significant in most of the CWT spectra. The variation at the annual scale could be partly related to the seasonality factor such as spring flow events that are typical around the study area. Using DWT to analyze annual data, however, could not reveal the yearly variability due to the dyadic-grid arrangement of the DWT approach where the first scale of the output was 2 years. Hence, utilizing both CWT and DWT approaches is effective in facilitating the understanding of the trends and temporal variability of the different hydrological parameters that contribute to the trophic status of Lake Erie.
The significant trends detected were for SRP in the Raisin, Sandusky, and Grand Rivers. Both CWT and DWT indicated an increasing pattern in SRP after the mid-1990s. Typically, trends of TP were much more similar to that of the flow compared to that of the SRP, which suggests that flow had a strong influence on TP in the western part of the Lake Erie Basin.
Phosphorus from the agricultural watershed was mostly correlated with flow particularly in the agricultural watersheds similar to wavelet power spectra between TP and flow. However, this was not seen for the urbanized and forested watersheds. Similarities in the temporal patterns between flow and TP in agricultural watersheds found in this study supports what has normally been seen in the agricultural setting that P was mostly driven by flow.
Overall, stronger and more consistent temporal patterns were detected for streamflow and surface runoff compared to TP and SRP. Although the temporal patterns of flow were mostly affected by the annual periodicity, variability at 2 to 4 years was also relatively strong. For TP and SRP, the patterns were mostly limited to the annual periodicity but had frequent discontinuities. One of the reasons of not getting the distinct periodicity could be due to the limited data availability in some of the watersheds. In summary, the results obtained in this study are generalized below.
•
The annual periodicity was highly significant and it contains the largest proportion of the variance of the time series. However, the variance varied considerably among the different sites.
In addition to the annual periodicity, significant periodicities at higher scales were also revealed especially when long-term data were used. For the Maumee River, the 2-year and 8-year periodicities were also significant and, for the Sandusky River, the 2-year periodicity was significant. Periodicity of 2 and 8 year for Maumee River indicated the significant loading from Maumee River.
The annual pattern of P loading was continuously significant for most sites. However, it was not significant in Grand and Cuyahoga Rivers.
Overall, this research demonstrated that wavelet analysis serves as a useful tool in investigating the behavior of the predominant hydrological processes such as those that affect the P loading in the western Lake Erie Basin. Further usage of such information can be applied more generally in various model developments as part of management strategies to tackle the eutrophication problems in the basin. In the future, readers can use long-term datasets and wavelet analysis for a better assessment in other catchments.
